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Acting Director
Office of Legislative Affairs
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W. #808
Washington, D.C. 20554

APR 22 1993

Dear Ms. Belvin: I
I recently received a letter from one of my

constituents expressing concern about PR Docket 92-235.
I respectfully request that this letter be giveu fUIr
consideration; however, no response to my office is
necessary. I am enclosing a copy for the record.

0;
David L. Boren
United States Senator
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March 8, 1993

The Honorable David Boren
The united states Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Senator Boren,

RECEIVED
t.PH 22 \993

As a fellow Oklahoman, I would appreciate your support against the
Federal Communications commission's (FCC) proposed regulations
contained in PR Docket 92-235. This proposal will greatly affect
my hobby of remote radio control of model airplanes and boats.

My hobby is a great past time which helps me to keep my sanity in
these troubled times. I have over $3,000 involved in my radio
controlled model airplanes and planning to investment more in a
radio controlled boat with my son.

Radio controlled airplanes and boats are very enjoyable and great
hobby and I truthfully would not like to give it up or give any
part of it to the expanding cellular phones, personal pagers and
radio data services industry. Radio controlled aircraft has been
using 72 - 76 MHz radio band for many years, 50 years or so now.

The FCC should really give this matter much thought and give the
radio controlled model industry and participating citizens due
consideration.

Should the cellular phone, et al industry get their way, the cost
of my hobby will greatly increase in cost three fold or more for
new radio equipment. My hobby has already been forced into a
change in radio equipment due to a regulation restricting frequency
band widths and channels, not more than 10 years ago. This action
forced us to go into narrow frequency band use whiich increased the
cost of a new radio unit $100.

Enough is enough. I certainly hope to count on your personal
support against this and any future proposed FCC regulations which
would affect radio controlled model airplane and boat hobby. Other
Oklahomans, who are hobbyists, are also counting on your support.

Regards, 0 () __. ..
7Jj~G~
William E. Bailie
4313 S. Dogwood Ave.
Broken Arrow, OK 74011

PS: May I hear back from you personally on this matter?
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'!he Honorable David Boren
U.S. senate
washington D.C. 20570
March 10, 1993

Mr. Bruce A. Payton
3421 Fox Lane West
Newcastle, OK 73065-6020

Dear Sirs:

This correspondence is in reference to PR Dcx::ket 92-235, the proposed
rule that would allow the FCC to restructure the 72 MHz frequency band cur
rently assigned to model airplane users. This proposal has been originated
by the powerful land mobile service lobby, who is looking for more frequency
space. Basically this lobby proposed the insertion of 2 new frequencies between
those~ assigned to RC modelers and ccmnercial users. This also brings
the probability of transmitters nearly 4 times more powerful than those presently
used on this band, and only 2.5 KHz away fran many of our 72 and 75 MHz frequencies.

I have been active in the RC hobby for quite awhile, and have enjoyed
it iImlensely, as have many of my friends. I also have a very substantial
investment in equipnent and model planes, to say nothing of the hundreds of
hours of painstaking construction inVOlved.

This new proposal would create several problems, the first being lack
of safety. A prime example would be a vehicle uEling mobile cellular COJDDU

nications equipment within 5 miles of an RC model airplane in mid-flight,
causing loss of control. A model plane, weighing 6-7 pounds, and flying at
speeds between 50 and 90 mph could cause substantial property damage, a fire,
and/or even death if control of the aircraft is suddenly interfered with.
Along with this would be a new liability involving many conflict in lawsuits,
and a mind-boggling headache to our already over-worked legal system.

Those of us who already have been assigned this frequency vehemently
reject this proposal as unjust, and view it another ploy of big business to
use it's political muscle to again greedily get it's way. We beseech you
to use wisdan when considering this proposal, and do what is right and just.
Let this lobby find a different SOlution to the problem it created, and stay
off our frequencies.

Sincerely yours,

~~
Bruce A. Payton
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